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DETAILED ACTION 



The following rejection is incorporated from the rejection sent 5 July 2005. It is 
republished here for convenience: 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claim 1-3, 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Long et 
al. f US Patent No. 6,306,710 B1. 

Long anticipates a manufacturing method for a semiconductor device comprising: 
in fig. 3, forming layers of gate dielectric material 216, gate material 206, and, in fig. 15, 
cap material 296 on a semiconductor substrate; 

in fig. 15, processing the cap material and a portion of the gate material to form a cap 
and a gate body portion; 

in fig. 6, forming a wing, width of 222 to the bottom of 230, on the gate body portion 

from a remaining portion of the gate material, col. 5, lines 42-53; 

in fig. 8, removing the gate dielectric material under a portion of the wing on the gate 

body portion to form a gate dielectric 202, col. 6, lines 22-34; and 

in fig. 9, forming a lightly-doped source/drain region 242, 244 in the semiconductor 

substrate using the gate body portion and the wing, col. 6, line 22 - col. 7, line 24; 
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limitations from claim 2, the method as claimed in claim 1 , in fig. 1 1 , wherein 
forming the wing 230 includes rounding the outside edge thereof; 
limitations from claim 3, the method as claimed in claim 1 further comprising: 
in figs. 11 - 12, forming a first spacer 262 around the gate body portion and over 
the remaining portion of the gate material and the gate dielectric material; and in 
fig. 13, forming the lightly-doped source/drain region 242-244, additionally using 
the first spacer, wherein the doped source/drain regions 272-274 define the 
boundaries and the functionalities of the LDDs; 

limitations from claim 7, the method as claimed in claim 1 further comprising, in 
fig. 14, forming a metal contact 286 over the gate body portion, 230, col. 9, lines 
9- 20. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 4-6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Long 
as applied to claims 1-3, 7 above, and further in view of Chakravarthi et al., US Patent 
No. 6,797,593 B2. 

Long does not teach using multiple spacers, but Chakravarthi does. 
Chakravarthi teaches: 
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limitations from claim 4, the method as claimed in claim 1 further comprising: 
in fig. 5D, forming a first spacer, vertical sections of 426, around the gate body 
portion 406 and over the remaining portion of the gate material 404 and gate 
dielectric material 406; 

forming a second spacer 410 around the first spacer; 

in fig. 5B, removing the remaining portion of the gate material 404 except under, 
in fig. 5E, the first spacer, the second spacer, and the cap; and 
removing the gate dielectric material 406 under the portion of the gate removes 
the gate dielectric material under the second spacer, col. 12, lines 47 - col. 13, 
line 35; 

limitations from claim 5, the method as claimed in claim 4 further comprising: 
in fig. 51, forming a third spacer 444 around the gate body portion and the gate 
dielectric; and in fig. 5G, removing the first spacer and the second spacer; 
limitations from claim 6, the method as claimed in claim 4 further comprising: 
in fig. 5G, removing the first spacer and the second spacer; 
in fig. 51, forming a further spacer 444 around the gate body portion and the gate 
dielectric; and forming a source/drain region in the semiconductor substrate 
using the further spacer, including silicide contacts, col. 13, lines 17-35. 
Chakravarthi gives motivation in col. 2, line 64 - col. 3, line 15. It would have been 
obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
recognize that combining Chakravarthi's process with Long's invention would have been 
beneficial because it forms an improved drain extension. 
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Claims 8, 9, 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Long in view of Wolf, V. I, pp. 191-4. 

Long teaches a manufacturing method for a semiconductor device comprising: 
in fig. 3, forming layers of silicon dioxide 216 or nitrided oxide material, amorphous or 
polycrystalline silicon 206, col. 4, lines 43-57, and, in fig. 15, a cap material 296, on a 
silicon substrate 204; 

in figs. 14, 15, processing the cap material and a portion of the amorphous or 
polycrystalline silicon to form a cap and an amorphous or polycrystalline silicon gate 
body portion; 

in fig. 6, forming an amorphous or polycrystalline silicon wing, between width of 222 
tapering to base of 230, on the amorphous or polycrystalline silicon gate body portion 
230 from a remaining portion of the amorphous or polycrystalline silicon to form an 
amorphous or polycrystalline silicon wing gate, col. 6, lines 22-34; 
in fig. 8, removing the silicon dioxide or nitrided oxide material under a portion of the 
amorphous or polycrystalline silicon gate wing to form a gate dielectric 202, col. 6, lines 
22 - 34; 

in fig. 9, forming a lightly-doped source/drain region 242 - 244 in the semiconductor 
substrate using the amorphous or polycrystalline silicon wing gate, col. 6, line 22 - col. 
7, line 24; and 
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in fig. 15, forming a poly metal dielectric layer, from lower portion of 296 and upper 
portion of 286 over the amorphous or polycrystalline silicon wing gate, col. 9, lines 9 - 
line 40; 

limitations from claim 9, the method as claimed in claim 8, in fig. 1 1 wherein 
forming the amorphous or polycrystalline silicon gate wing includes rounding the 
outside edge thereof using a high temperature/high pressure oxidation 260, col. 
7, lines 36 - 47, wherein 'high temperature/high pressure' is subjective to the 
observer; 

limitations from claim 14, the method as claimed in claim 8 further comprising 
forming a metal contact, 286, over the amorphous or polycrystalline silicon gate 
body 230 portion, col. 9, lines 9- 20. 

Long does not teach using nitride cap layers or spacers, but Wolf teaches using 
nitride. Wolf teaches using nitride and gives motivation on p. 191, fourth paragraph. It 
would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to recognize that combining Wolfs process with Long's invention would have 
been beneficial because it is nearly impervious barrier to diffusion. 

Claims 10-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Long in view of Wolf as applied to claims 8, 9, 14 above, and further in view of 
Chakravarthi. 
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Neither Long nor Wolf teach using multiple spacers, but Chakravarthi does. 
Chakravarthi teaches 

limitations from claim 10, the method ms claimed in claim 8 further comprising: 
in fig. 5D, forming a first spacer, vertical portions of 426, around the amorphous 
or polycrystalline silicon gate 404 body portion and over the remaining portion of 
the amorphous or polycrystalline silicon and the silicon dioxide 406 or nitrided 
oxide material; and 

in fig. 5F, forming the lightly-doped source/drain region additionally using the first 
spacer, col. 12, line 47 - col. 13, line 35; 

limitations from claim 1 1 , the method as claimed in claim 8 further comprising: 
forming a first spacer 426 around the amorphous or polycrystalline silicon gate 
body portion and over the amorphous or polycrystalline silicon and silicon 
dioxide or nitrided oxide material; 

forming an oxide second spacer 410 around the first spacer; 
in fig. 5B, removing the remaining portion of the amorphous or polycrystalline 
silicon 404 except under the nitride first spacer, the oxide second spacer, and the 
nitride cap; and, in fig. 5A, removing the silicon dioxide or nitrided oxide material 
removes the silicon dioxide or nitrided oxide material under the oxide second 
spacer to form a gate dielectric, 406; 

limitations from claim 12, the method as claimed in claim 1 1 further comprising: 
in fig. 5G, removing the first spacer and the oxide second spacer; and 
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in fig. 51, further processing of the amorphous or polycrystalline silicon gate 
including an 

amorphous or polycrystalline re-oxidation process, forming 444; 

limitations from claim 13, the method as claimed in claim 1 1 further comprising: 

in fig. 5G, removing the first spacer and the oxide second spacer; 

in fig. 51, forming an oxide further spacer around the amorphous or polycrystalline 

silicon gate and the gate dielectric; and 

in fig. 51, forming a source/drain region in the semiconductor substrate using the 
oxide further spacer, including silicide contacts, col. 13, lines 17-35. 
Chakravarthi gives motivation in col. 2, line 64 - col. 3, line 15. It would have been 
obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
recognize that combining Chakravarthi's process with Long's invention would have been 
beneficial because it forms an improved drain extension. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 5 October 2005 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. Applicant argues 1) the Long reference does not teach a layer that 
meets the cap layer, 2) Long does not process to form a gate body portion and forming 
a wing on the gate body portion from the gate body wing, 3) the wing portion is not 
formed from the remaining portion of the gate material, 4) for claim 3, Long does not 
use the spacer for the lightly-doped source/drain region, 5) for claim 7, Long uses a 
silicide, not a metal, 6) the §103 combination of Long in view of Chakravarthi is invalid 



Application/Control Number: 10/820,664 Page 9 

Art Unit: 2823 

as the multiple spacers would be inoperable, and 7) the §103 combination of Long in 
view of Wolf is improper since Long does not teach a cap. 

Examiner respectfully disagrees with the applicant. For 1 ) Applicant relies on 
CCS Fitness Inc. and other case law teaching that the applicant's may use their own 
lexicography. However, this does not relieve the examiner of an unwaivable duty to 
interpret claims as broadly as reasonably possible. 

Examiner must give claims their broadest reasonable interpretation, MPEP 
§2111, "During patent examination, the pending claims must be 'given the broadest 
reasonable interpretation consistent with the specification. 1 Applicant always has the 
opportunity to amend the claims during prosecution and broad interpretation by the 
examiner reduces the possibility that the claim, once issued, will be interpreted more 
broadly than is justified, In re Pratter, 415 F.2d 1393, 1404-05, 162 USPQ 541 , 550-51 
(CCPA 1969), In re Morris, 127 F.3d 1048, 1054-55, 44 USPQ2d 1023, 1027-28 (Fed. 
Cir. 1997)." Also see In re Zletz, 13 USPQ 2d. 1320 (Fed. Cir. 1989). 

Examiner notes that independent claims 1 and 8 are Comprising' claims and may 
contain any other limitations so long as they do not interfere with the enumerated 
claims. Examiner further notes that the cap layer of the independent claims has neither 
material, dimension, or even function specified. As such Long, in fig. 15, structure 286 
will fulfill the cap layer requirements. For 2) examiner further notes that there is no 
temporal constraint in the applicant's claims. Therefore, the cap material could be 
formed at any reasonable time, such as Long has stated with gate body being 
processed with a wing structure before the cap layer 286 has been formed. For 3) the 
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examiner maintains that the wing is formed from the remaining portion of the gate 
material. Long in fig. 3, forms the conductive layer 206, and in figs. 5-15, processes the 
gate material into a gate body portion 230 with the with the width of 222 in fig. 6. The 
processing can be, amongst other steps, the etching of the gate material from figs. 4-6, 
and in figs. 14-15, forming the sidewall spacers 262. For 4) the spacer 262 of fig. 13 
forms the length of the LDD. For 5) a silicide is formed with a metal, cobalt or titanium, 
col. 9, lines 9- 20. 

For 7) examiner submits that the drawings of both Long and Chakravarthi are 
heuristic. The thicknesses of the spacers are unspecified or may be optimized. Thus, 
the spacers may be thin enough for the practitioner to create the multiple implantations, 
and to function. The combination need not perform better than any other known device, 
but must merely function. 

As a rule, obviousness is based upon what the "references takes collectively 
would suggest to those of ordinary skill in the art." In re Rosselet, 146 USPQ 183, 186 
(CCPA 1965). Furthermore, one cannot show non-obviousness by merely attacking 
references individually where the rejections are based on combinations of references. 
In re Keller, 208 USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981 ); In re Merck & Co., Inc., 231 USPQ 375 (Fed. 
Cir. 1986). Instead, there must be an absence of "some teaching, suggestion or 
incentive supporting the prior art combination that produces the claimed invention." In re 
Bond, 15 USPQ2d 1566, 1568 (Fed. Cir. 1990). "Just as piecemeal reconstruction of 
the prior art by selecting teachings in light of [the] disclosure is contrary to the 
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requirements of 35 USC § 103, so is the failure to consider as a whole the references 
collectively as well as individually." In re Passal, 165 USPQ 720, 723 (CCPA 1970). 

For 6) see 1 ). The other dependent claims are validly rejected since the 
independent claims are validly rejected. 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to William M. Brewster whose telephone number is 571- 
272-1854. The examiner can normally be reached on Full Time. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Matthew Smith can be reached on 571-272-1907. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

20 October 2005 
WB 



